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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 02 May 2006 . 
2a)E3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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4) 03 Claim(s) 1-10 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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Application Papers 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This final action is in response to communications filed on 5/2/2006. 

2. Claims 1 , 7 and 8 have been amended, no claims have been added or cancelled. 
Thus, claims 1-10 are pending. 

Priority 

3. Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority under 35 
U.S.C. 119(a)-(d). The certified copy filed on 6/29/2004 has been received. 

Should applicant desire to obtain the benefit of foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. 119(a)- 
(d) prior to declaration of an interference, a translation of the foreign application should 
be submitted under 37 CFR 1.55 in reply to this action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the Invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 3 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Yoshioka 
et al (US Patent Application Publication 2004/0075345) 
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For claim 1, Yoshioka et al teach the following limitations: 

A method of controlling the operational mode of a computer system comprising 
the following steps: 

(a) detecting if a period that a second power supply supplies power to the 
computer system is less than a predetermined period ([0133] of page 10 mentions 
that the controller decides whether or not the elapsed time reaches a reference time, 
which includes detecting if a period is less than predetermined period, since not 
reaching the predetermined period means the period is less than the predetermined 
period. The elapsed time is the time of auxiliary battery supplying power. Thus, the 
limitation "detecting if a period that a second power supply supplies power to the 
computer system is less than a predetermined period" is taught by the prior art) when a 
source of the power supplied to the computer system in a first operation mode 
(the first mode is the data collecting mode where these timing related data is stored in 
memory 315 and compared with reference. [0153] of page 13 mentions that 312 stores 
first, second and third signal in 315. Thus, the first operating mode comprises a mode 
where all time length related data are collected, stored and compared with reference 
time) is switched from a first power supply (105) to the second power supply (118) 
and back to the first power supply (105; [0099] of page 8 mention that the supply 
changes from main to auxiliary and then to main) 

(b) changing the computer system to a second operational mode if it was 
detected that the period was less than the predetermined period (the second 
operation mode is the data transmission mode where controller 31 2C is sending these 
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data to external device as mentioned in [0183] and [0184]. The second operation mode 
is performed irrespective of the condition whether the detected period is less than 
predetermined period. However, that includes the "if situation also and hence, meets 
the claimed limitations). 

For claim 3, the auxiliary unit of Yoshioka et al is a battery. 
For claim 6, the system is a computer system. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yoshioka et al. 

For claim 5, Yoshioka et al. do not mention that the computer is a note book computer. 
Examiner takes an official notice that the use of notebook computer is well known in the 
art. One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to incorporate the teachings 
of Yoshioka et al. in a notebook computer, since that would reduce the power 
management of the notebook computer. 
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4. Claims 2, 7, 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yoshioka et al (US Patent Application Publication 2004/0075345), further in view of 
applicant's admission of prior art. 

For claim 2, Yoshioka et al teaches all of the limitations of claim 1. However, Yoshioka 
et al do not teach the AC/DC adapter. 

Applicant mentions in lines 1-3 of [0004] that a computer system generally comprise an 
AC/DC adapter. 

It would have been obvious for an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the teachings of Yoshioka et al, and the applicant's admission of prior 
art. One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to have the AC/DC adapter 
for proving power to the component, since this is widely used and convenient to use. 

For claim 7, Yoshioka et al teach all of the limitations as stated in claim 1 but the first 
supply is an AC/DC adapter connected to alternating current source. 

Applicant mentions in lines 1-3 of [0004] that a computer system generally comprise an 
AC/DC adapter. 
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It would have been obvious for an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the teachings of Yoshioka et al and the applicant's admission of prior 
art. One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to have the AC/DC adapter 
for proving power to the component, since this is widely used and convenient to use, 
especially in computer system. 

For claim 9, Yoshioka et al do not mention that the computer is a notebook computer. 
Examiner takes an official notice that the use of notebook computer is well known in the 
art. 

One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to incorporate the teachings of 
Yoshioka et al in a notebook computer, since that would help the power management of 
the notebook computer. 

For claim 10, the system of Yoshioka et al is a computer system. 

5. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yoshioka 
et al (US Patent Application Publication 2004/0075345), further in view of Kling et al (US 
patent 6367023). 

For claim 4, Yoshioka et al do not explicitly mention reducing frequency to save power. 
Kling et al teaches a system where frequency is reduced to save power (410 and 510) 
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It would have been obvious for one ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the teachings of Yoshioka et al, and Kling et al. One ordinary skill in 
the art would have been motivated to reduce the frequency, since reducing frequency 
reduces the power consumption. 

6. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Yoshioka 
et al (US Patent Application Publication 2004/0075345), further in view of applicant's 
admission of prior art, further in view of Kling et al (US patent 6367023). 

For claim 8, the combination of Yoshioka et al, applicant's admission of prior art does 
not explicitly mention reducing frequency to save power. 

Kling et al teaches a system where frequency is reduced to save power (410 and 510) 

It would have been obvious for one ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the teachings of Yoshioka et al, applicant's admission of prior art and 
Kling et al. One ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to reduce the 
frequency, since reducing frequency reduces the power consumption. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on 5/2/2006 are moot in view of new grounds of rejections. 
However, as Yoshioka is still relied upon, examiner will address the arguments 

« 

pertaining to the reference. 
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Applicant argues that the combined prior art does not teach the limitations "source of 
power provided to the computer system switching from a first power source to a second 
power source and back again to the first power source all while operating in a first 
operating mode, and changing to a second operating mode if the second power source 
was used for less than a predetermined period". 

Examiner disagrees. Yoshioka et al teach the limitations "source of power provided to 
the computer system switching from a first power source (105) to a second power 
source (118) and back again to the first power source (105; [0099] of page 8) all while 
operating in a first operating mode (the first mode is the data collecting mode where 
these timing related data is stored in memory 315 and compared with reference as 
mentioned in [0133] of page 11. [0153] of page 13 and [0182] of page 15 mention that 
controller stores first, second and third signal in 315. Thus, the first operating mode 
comprises a mode where all time length related data are collected, stored and 
compared with reference time)". Yoshioka et al teach the limitations "changing to a 
second operation mode", as the controller of Yoshioka et al transmits the signals to the 
external device, wherein the transmission can be considered as a second operation 
mode. Yoshioka et al further teach the limitations "if the second power source was used 
for less than a predetermined period" (note [0024] of page 2, which mentions that the 
length of time during the use of auxiliary battery is measured. In addition, note [0030] of 
page 2). The words "controller has the function of deciding whether or not the elapsed 
time reaches a predetermined reference time" includes the limitations "if the second 
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power source was used for less than a predetermined period". When the measured 
length does not reach the predetermined length, it must be less than predetermined 
length. All these information is sent to external device, wherein the transmission is the 
second operating mode. Thus, if the period was less than predetermined period, the 
computer system is changed to second operation mode. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Fahmida Rahman whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8159. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:30 - 5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lynne Browne can be reached on 571-272-3670. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Fahmida Rahman 

Examiner 

Art Unit 21 16 
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